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WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )^l Responsive to communication(s) filed on 1 7 April 2007 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)Q This action is non-final. 

3) Q Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions . 
Restriction to one of the following inventions is required under 35 U.S.C. 121 : 

I. Claims 1-10, drawn to an electronic purchasing and procurement system, 
classified in class 705, subclass 26. 

II. Claims 11-16, drawn to an electronic purchasing and procurement request 
Extensible Markup Language content mapper, classified in class 705, subclass 26. 

III. Claims 17-22, drawn to an electronic purchasing system, classified in class 705, 
subclass 26. 

IV. Claims 23-25, drawn to a method of mapping XML in an electronic purchasing 
system, classified in class 705, subclass 26. 

The inventions are distinct, each from the other because of the following reasons: 
1 . Inventions 1 and II are related as subcombinations disclosed as usable together in a single 
combination. The subcombinations are distinct if they do not overlap in scope and are not 
obvious variants, and if it is shown that at least one subcombination is separately usable. In the 
instant case, subcombination II has separate utility such as a document exchange framework 
coupled to a content mapper for providing data execution code for processing a purchase 
requisition. Additionally, subcombination I also provides the specificity of selectively retrieving 
one or more data objects according to a flag. See MPEP § 806.05(d). 

Because these inventions are independent or distinct for the reasons given above and 
there would be a serious burden on the examiner if restriction is not required because the 
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inventions have acquired a separate status in the art due to their recognized divergent subject 
matter, restriction for examination purposes as indicated is proper. 

2. Inventions I and III are related as subcombinations disclosed as usable together in a 
single combination. The subcombinations are distinct if they do not overlap in scope and are not 
obvious variants, and if it is shown that at least one subcombination is separately usable. In the 
instant case, subcombination III has separate utility such as a document exchange framework 
coupled to an XML content translator for providing data execution code for processing a 
purchase requisition. See MPEP § 806.05(d). 

Because these inventions are independent or distinct for the reasons given above and 
there would be a serious burden on the examiner if restriction is not required because the 
inventions have acquired a separate status in the art due to their recognized divergent subject 
matter, restriction for examination purposes as indicated is proper. 

3. Inventions I and IV are related as subcombinations disclosed as usable together in a 
single combination. The subcombinations are distinct if they do not overlap in scope and are not 
obvious variants, and if it is shown that at least one subcombination is separately usable. In the 
instant case, subcombination IV has separate utility such as transforming retrieved XML content 
into appropriate content for an underlying markup language of an Internet browser and 
selectively presenting said retrieved XML content according to a write out flag. See MPEP 

§ 806.05(d). 
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Because these inventions are independent or distinct for the reasons given above and 
there would be a serious burden on the examiner i f restriction is not required because the 
inventions have acquired a separate status in the art due to their recognized divergent subject 
matter, restriction for examination purposes as indicated is proper. 

4. Inventions II and III are related as subcombinations disclosed as usable together in a 
single combination. The subcombinations are distinct if they do not overlap in scope and are not 
obvious variants, and if it is shown that at least one subcombination is separately usable. In the 
instant case, subcombination III has separate utility such as a document exchange framework 
coupled to an XML content translator for providing data execution code for processing a 
purchase requisition and selectively retrieving one or more objects and attributes according to a 
write out flag. See MPEP § 806.05(d). 

Because these inventions are independent or distinct for the reasons given above and 
there would be a serious burden on the examiner if restriction is not required because the 
inventions have acquired a separate status in the art due to their recognized divergent subject 
matter, restriction for examination purposes as indicated is proper. 

5. Inventions II and IV are related as subcombinations disclosed as usable together in a 
single combination. The subcombinations are distinct if they do not overlap in scope and are not 
obvious variants, and if it is shown that at least one subcombination is separately usable. In the 
instant case, subcombination IV has separate utility such as transforming retrieved XML content 
into appropriate content for an underlying markup language of an Internet browser and 
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selectively presenting said retrieved XML content according to a write out flag. See MPEP 
§ 806.05(d). 

Because these inventions are independent or distinct for the reasons given above and 
there would be a serious burden on the examiner if restriction is not required because the 
inventions have acquired a separate status in the art due to their recognized divergent subject 
matter, restriction for examination purposes as indicated is proper. ' 

6. Inventions III and IV are related as subcombinations disclosed as usable together in a 
single combination. The subcombinations are distinct if they do not overlap in scope and are not 
obvious variants, and if it is shown that at least one subcombination is separately usable. In the 
instant case, subcombination IV has separate utility such as transforming retrieved XML content 
into appropriate content for an underlying markup language of an Internet browser and 
selectively presenting said retrieved XML content according to a write out flag. See MPEP 
§ 806.05(d). 

Because these inventions are independent or distinct for the reasons given above and 
there would be a serious burden on the examiner if restriction is not required because the 
inventions have acquired a separate status in the art due to their recognized divergent subject 
matter, restriction for examination purposes as indicated is proper. 
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The examiner has required restriction between subcombinations usable together. Where 
applicant elects a subcombination and claims thereto are subsequently found allowable, any 
claim(s) depending from or otherwise requiring all the limitations of the allowable 
subcombination will be examined for patentability in accordance with 37 CFR 1.104. See MPEP 
§ 821 .04(a). Applicant is advised that if any claim presented in a continuation or divisional 
application is anticipated by, or includes all the limitations of, a claim that is allowable in the 
present application, such claim may be subject to provisional statutory and/or nonstatutory 
double patenting rejections over the claims of the instant application. 

A telephone call was made to Robert Kowert on June 18, 2007 to request an oral election 
to the above restriction requirement, but did not result in an election being made. 

Applicant is advised that the reply to this requirement to be complete must include (i) an 
election of a species or invention to be examined even though the requirement be traversed (37 
CFR 1.143) and (ii) identification of the claims encompassing the elected invention. 

The election of an invention or species may be made with or without traverse. To reserve 
a right to petition, the election must be made with traverse. If the reply does not distinctly and 
specifically point out supposed errors in the restriction requirement, the election shall be treated 
as an election without traverse. 

Should applicant traverse on the ground that the inventions or species are not patentably 
distinct, applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence now of record showing the 
inventions or species to be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that this is the case. In 
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either instance, i f the examiner finds one of the inventions unpatentable over the prior art, the 
evidence or admission may be used in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) of the other invention. 

Additionally, to expedite prosecution, a listing of rejections under 35 USC 101 has been 
provided below to make Applicant aware of future rejections that may be made. The Examiner 
apologizes for this delay in. prosecution. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §101 
35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

7. Claims 1-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claims to computer-related inventions that are clearly nonstatutory fall into the same 
general categories as nonstatutory claims in other arts, namely natural phenomena such as 
magnetism, and abstract ideas or laws of nature which constitute "descriptive material." Abstract 
ideas, Warmerdam, 33 F.3d at 1360, 31 USPQ2d at 1759, or the mere manipulation of abstract 
ideas, Schrader, 22 F.3d at 292-93, 30 USPQ2d at 1457-58, are not patentable. Descriptive 
material can be characterized as either "functional descriptive material" or "nonfunctional 
descriptive material." In this context, "functional descriptive material" consists of data structures 
and computer programs which impart functionality when employed as a computer component, 
(The definition of "data structure" is "a physical or logical relationship among data elements, 
designed to support specific data manipulation functions." The New IEEE Standard Dictionary 
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of Electrical and Electronics Terms 308 (5th ed. 1993).) "Nonfunctional descriptive material" 
includes but is not limited to music, literary works and a compilation or mere arrangement of 
data. Both types of "descriptive material" are nonstatutory when claimed as descriptive material 
per se. Warmerdam, 33 F.3d at 1360, 31 USPQ2d at 1759. When functional descriptive material 
is recorded on some computer-readable medium it becomes structurally and functionally 
interrelated to the medium and will be statutory in most cases since use of technology permits the 
function of the descriptive material to be realized . In order to be considered statutory subject 
matter, program modules or data per se must be recorded on some tangible computer readable 
medium and be executed to impart some functionality to the system. As demonstrated below, 
independent claims 1, 1 1, 17, and 23 have various elements that constitute non-statutory subject 
mater, thereby rendering these claims non-statutory. 

Regarding claim 1 , claim 1 recites "an application content mapping module" and an 
"applications content translation logic", both of which represent software or data per se. 

Regarding claim 1 1 , claim 1 1 recites features such as an "XML content mapper", an 
"XML content translator", "XML data traversing logic", and a "document exchange framework 
module", all of which represent software or data per se. 

Regarding claim 17, claim 17 recites an "XML content translator" as well as a "document 
exchange framework module", both of which represent software or data per se. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to William J. Allen whose telephone number is (571) 272-1443. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 AM to 5:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Yogesh Garg can be reached on (571) 272- 6756. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



William J. Allen 
Patent Examiner 
June 18,2007 
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